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RESPONSE TO AMENDMENT 

1 . Claims 1-14,1 6-1 7, 1 9, 24-43, and new claims 44-48 remain for further 
examination. 

The old rejection maintained 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14, 16-17, 19, and 24-43 filed on 
January 24, 2008 have been fully considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive 
for the claims 1-14, 16-17, 19, and 24-43. The rejection is respectfully maintained as set 
forth in the last Office Action mailed on September 04, 2007. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 45-48 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claims 45-48 line 1 contain "claim 1" should be -claim 44--. Appropriate corrections 
are required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

5. Claims 14, 16-17, 19, and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed inventions of the claims 14, 16-17, 19, and 24 are directed to non-statutory 
subject matter. Claim 14 recited "A machine-readable storage device storing...: a first 
field..., a second field..., and a third field..." which is non-statutory for at least the 
reason that is in manner so as to be executable in/by a computer/processor. Further, a 
collection of fields, per se, is not an actual data structure, instead being non-functional 
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descriptive material. Thus the rejection under 101 as being an abstract idea and not 
being in a manner so as to be executable in/by a computer/processor. 

Other dependent claims, which are not specifically cited above are also rejected 
because of the deficiencies of their respective parent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103(a) 

6. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

7. Claims 1-14, 16-17, 19, and 24-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tinsley et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,965,592) in view of Renwick et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 7,151,775). 

8. As to claim 1 , Tinsley et al teach a method comprising: receiving a message for 
establishing a label-switched path (figures 8-9); determining whether or not the 
message includes extended information (figures 4s; and column 5 line 57 to column 6 
line 28); if the message does not include extended information, determining, using a first 
part of the message (IP header) and routing information; and if the message does 
include extended information, determining, using a second part of the message (MPLS 
header) and routing information (figures 6A-6B and 8-9; column 6 line 56 to column 7 
line 57; and column 1 0 line 1 6 to column 11 line 29). 

However, Tinsley et al do not explicitly teach that whether or nor to generate a 
further message to signal the label-switched path. 
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Renwick et al teach a method (see abstract; and column 1 lines 27-35), 
comprising: whether or nor to generate a further message to signal the label-switched 
path based on determining whether or not the message includes extended 
information/MPLS header (see abstract; column 1 lines 50-62; column 2 lines 5-26 and 
41-65; column 3 lines 34-50; column 5 lines 6-27; and column 6 line 65 to column 7 
line 20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Renwick et al stated above in the 
method of Tinsley et al for generating a further message to signal the label-switched 
path based on determining whether or not the message includes extended information 
because it would have provided much faster and more efficient than IP forwarding, used 
efficiently in an environment with multiple parallel links, and saved considerable 
processing time, which leads to improved network operation. 

9. As to claims 2-5, Renwick et al teach that the message is a label-mapping 
message, the message includes a FEC-label association and a label distribution 
protocol label-mapping, and the routing information was determined using an interior 
gateway protocol (column 2 lines 5-65; column 5 lines 6-27; and column 6 lines 16-31). 

1 0. As to claim 6, Tinsley et al teach that the extended information includes 
resolution next hop information and the resolution next hop information includes a host 
address or prefix (figures 4-6; and column 5 line 57 to column 7 line 57). 
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11. As to claims 7-1 0, Renwick et al teach that the method is performed by a first 
node in a network domain, and the host address or prefix is of a second node in the 
network domain; and the second node is an autonomous system border router, the first 
node runs an interior gateway protocol for generating routing information in the first 
node, and the routing information includes an entry for the second node (figures 1-2; 
column 2 lines 5-65; and column 4 line 59 to column 6 line 32). 

12. As to claims 11-13, Renwick et al teach that the first part of the message 
includes an address or prefix of a node, the node is an ingress node of the label- 
switched path; and the method is performed by a second node in a first network 
domain, and the ingress node is in a second network domain (figures 1-2; column 1 
lines 50-62; column 2 lines 5-65; column 3 lines 34-50; and column 4 line 59 to column 
6 line 32). 

1 3. As to claim 38, Tinsley et al teach that the second part of the message includes 
at least one of a host address and a host prefix corresponding to a node within a local 
network domain (figures 4-6; and column 5 line 57 to column 7 line 57). 

14. As to claims 40-41 , Renwick et al teach that generating, if it is determined to 
generate a further message to signal the label-switched path, a label mapping 
message; generating, if it is determined to generate a further message to signal the 
label-switched path, a label mapping message including an outgoing label; and creating 
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a forwarding state binding between the outgoing label and a label in the message (see 
abstract; column 1 lines 50-62; column 2 lines 5-26 and 41-65; column 3 lines 34-50; 
column 5 lines 6-27; and column 6 line 65 to column 7 line 20). 

1 5. As to claims 1 4, 1 6-1 7, 1 9, and 24, they are also rejected for the same reasons 
set forth to rejecting claims 1-13 above, since the claims 14, 16-17, 19, and 24 do not 
teach or define any new or additional limitations than above claims 1-13. Additionally, 
Tinsley et al disclose that a message comprising: a) a first field including a label; b) a 
second field including forwarding equivalency class information; and c) a third field 
including label-switched path signaling resolution information (figures 4-6; and column 5 
line 57 to column 7 line 57). Also Renwick et al disclose that the label included in the 
first field is to be used by a forwarding device, receiving the message, for forwarding 
data only if the data forwarding device has a routing table entry that matches at least 
one of the forwarding equivalency class information included in the second field, and the 
host address or the host prefix included in the third field (figures 1-2; column 1 lines 
50-62; column 2 lines 5-65; column 3 lines 34-50; and column 4 line 59 to column 6 
line 32). 

16. As to claims 25-37, 39, and 42-43, they are also rejected for the same reasons 
set forth to rejecting claims 1-13, 38, and 40-41 above, since claims 25-37, 39, and 42- 
43 are merely an apparatus for the method of the operations defined in the method 
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claims 1-13, 38, and 40-41 and claims 25-37, 39, and 42-43 contain similar limitations 
rejected in the claims 1-13, 38, and 40-41. 

1 7. As to claims 44-48, they are also rejected for the same reasons set forth to 
rejecting claims 1-6 above, since the claims 44-48 do not teach or define any new or 
additional limitations than above claims 1-6. Additionally, Tinsley et al teach a step: 
determining that an interface of the matching label-switched route found matches an 
interface on witch the message was received (figure 7; column 8 lines 10-33; and 
column 12 line 43 to column 13 line 5). 

Response to Arguments 

18. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-14, 16-17, 19, and 24-43 filed on 
January 24, 2008 have been fully considered but they are not deemed to be persuasive 
for the claims 1-14,1 6-1 7, 1 9, and 24-43. 

In the remarks, the applicant argues that: 

Argument: Claims 1 and 25 are not rendered obvious by the Tinsley and 
Renwick patents. 

Response: Tinsley et al teach a method comprising: receiving a message for 
establishing a label-switched path (figures 8-9); determining whether or not the 
message includes extended information (figures 4s; and column 5 line 57 to column 6 
line 28); if the message does not include extended information, determining, using a first 
part of the message (IP header) and routing information; and if the message does 
include extended information, determining, using a second part of the message (MPLS 
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header) and routing information (figures 6A-6B and 8-9; column 6 line 56 to column 7 
line 57; and column 1 0 line 1 6 to column 11 line 29). 

Renwick et al teach a method (see abstract; and column 1 lines 27-35), 
comprising: whether or nor to generate a further message to signal the label-switched 
path based on determining whether or not the message includes extended 
information/MPLS header (see abstract; column 1 lines 50-62; column 2 lines 5-26 and 
41-65; column 3 lines 34-50; column 5 lines 6-27; and column 6 line 65 to column 7 
line 20). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Renwick et al stated above in the 
method of Tinsley et al for generating a further message to signal the label-switched 
path based on determining whether or not the message includes extended information 
because it would have provided much faster and more efficient than IP forwarding, used 
efficiently in an environment with multiple parallel links, and saved considerable 
processing time, which leads to improved network operation. 

Argument: Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie case of obviousness 
and not shown that there is some suggestion or motivation to combine the Tinsley and 
Renwick Patents. 

Response: Examiner establishes a prima facie case of obviousness (see 
rejection of claim 1) and shows that there is some suggestion or motivation to combine 
the Tinsley and Renwick because Tinsley teaches that determining weather or not the 
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message includes extended information and using specific routing information based on 
the determining step (figures 4s, 6s, and 8-9; and column 6 line 56 to column 7 line 20) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Renwick et al in the method of 
Tinsley et al for generating a further message to signal the label-switched path based 
on determining whether or not the message includes extended information because it 
would have provided much faster and more efficient than IP forwarding, used efficiently 
in an environment with multiple parallel links, and saved considerable processing time, 
which leads to improved network operation. 

Note: In response to arguments toward the 101 rejection of claims 14, the claim 
14 still rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed inventions of the claim 14 is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claim 14 recited "A machine-readable storage 
device storing...: a first field..., a second field..., and a third field..." which is non- 
statutory for at least the reason that is in manner so as to be executable in/by a 
computer/processor. 



19. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final 
action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the 
event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action 
and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date 
the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 
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Contact Information 

20. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bharat Barot whose Telephone Number is (571) 
272-3979. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:00 AM to 
3:30 PM. Most facsimile-transmitted patent application related correspondence is 
required to be sent to the Central FAX Number (571) 273-8300. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar , can be reached at (571) 272-4006. 



/Bharat N Barot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2155 
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